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For the sake, therefore, of these gentlemen, whom I can-
not but suppose willing to follow the dictates of their own
consciences, and to act upon just motives, I shall endea-
vour to lay open the nature of this extraordinary motion,
and doubt not but that when they find it, as it will unques-
tionably appear, unreasonable in itself, and dangerous to
posterity, they will change their opinion for the same rea-
sons as they embraced it, and prefer the happiness of their
country to the prosperity of their party.

Against an inquiry into the conduct of all foreign and
domestick affairs for twenty years past, it is no weak argu-
ment that it is without precedent, that neither the zeal of
patriotism, nor the rage of faction, ever produced such a
motion in any former age. It cannot be doubted by those
who have read our histoiies, that formerly our country has
produced men equally desirous of detecting wickedness, ^
and securing liberty, with those who are now congratulat-
ing their constituents on the success of their labours ; and
that faction has swelled in former times to a height, at
which it may reasonably be hoped it will never arrive
again, is too evident to be controverted.

What then can we suppose was the reason, that neither
indignation, nor integrity, nor resentment, ever before
directed a motion like this? Was it not, because it neither
will serve the purposes of honesty, nor wickedness; that it
would have defeated the designs of good, and betrayed
those of bad men ; that it would have given patriotism an
appearance of faction, rather than have vested faction with
the disguise of patriotism.

It cannot be supposed, that the sagacity of these gentle-
men, however great, has enabled them to discover a me-
thod of proceeding which escaped the penetration of our
ancestors, so long celebrated for the strength of their un-
derstanding, and the extent of their knowledge. For it is
evident, that without any uncommon effort of the intellec-
tual faculties, he that proposes an inquiry for a year past,
might have made the same proposal with regard to a longer
time; and it is therefore probable, that the limitation of
the term is the effect of his knowledge, rather than of his
ignorance.